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1. Source continued to maintain Boclal contacts with Subject 
on the previous basis inviting Subject and his colleagues ( MIKHALEV 
Aleksandr and ODABASYAN Boris) to his house , supplying*®! th Ukrainian,, ; 
.Russian, and English books and papers, helping in study material aso. 

Their relations could be described as very friendly , in Source's opinion,, 
<*ing to the fact that he stuck to his original line in dealing with 
Subject , namely, little politico and more socials. Non the less politiaqjl 
topics were unavoidable and cropped up quite often withinh the contexts 
of general discussions. . - .. 

2 , Thus, Subject did not approve of Slniavsky and Daniel trial ’ 
and in his opinion 'the whole approach of authorities was wrong. This 

will only compliant© authorities’* relatione with young inteliegentoia ■ "'* 
and young people in general, Subject knew about protests of 3om8Jj[2iSi1o^Alars 
and writers against the harsh treatment of Sirtiavsky and Danlal and told ' 
Source that also some Soviet lawyers either alredy have -had or will 1 

have presented similar petition on behalf of both writers to the CC CP 3 TJ* 
ile did not^the^ details but added that he did not exclude the possibility 
that after the Congress of the party the sentences might be commuted 
to more lenient punishments. 

3 , Subject denied that' there would be a return to Stalinism 

in the aftermath of the 23 rd Congress. In his opinion Stalin would get 
only a fairer appraisal in the history of the party and the system _ 

will get rid of Khrush .hevinn "tricks and gimmicks" Ihnt often had 
compromised the party and the government. Should it turn out , however, 

to be difrerent , Subjecjr would etr&ngly disapprove of it. "Stalinism 
belong to the past and could not be revived"* On the other hand when 
reminded of Slniavsky and Daniel , Subject either preferred to keep 
silent or refer to the protests insiee the Soviet ISnion /fains t the horph 

treatment of both writers* ; ^ : 
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In Source's opinion this attitude of Subject could be quite genuine and 
ho was sincer6L;Ln hia dislike of Stal nim. , JSvea-aif. jtliia rejection 
of Stalinism was more engendered by his wishful hinking not to see It 
return again than by cold evaluation of fsKisx recent events. 

k. Subject obviously gets some briefing from someone "above 
him" judging by the fact that he often returs to same topio next day or 
a few days aftertf it was mentioned by him primarily. Thus, in case 

of the arson of National Library in Kiev , Subject "knew" much more about 

Asi 

OS a few days later and returned to the topic himself. lie doee^same 
with topes on international politics as well. 

5. Lately Subject was very busy with Profl DEDBAYLO Petro of 
Kiev who took him to various places and individuals as interpreter 
under the pretext that he "was introducing and training him". Subject 
complained about NEDBA1L0 as"being an egoist even Smre and bothering him 
with his own fiffairs". Among other things , Prof. KED2AYL0 asked Subject 
to provide him^aii kind of material lncl. Suchasnlst it 6 in which 
there- was an article by Dr Prokop on amalgamation of nations in the 
Soviet vnion. According to Subject Prof NED2AYL0 was reading practically 
everything published abroad in UkrainSan^tEa^ftao given to Subject by 
Source. ilEDBAYLo found those publication on Subject's shelves and 
was very interested in them. 



